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Agenda for Day 1, 23rd April 2012 
	#
	Time
	Topic
	Who 

	1
	11.00:
	Welcome and introduction of participants (PM, ALL)
	PM

	2
	11.05:
	Update on conclusions and action points of last meetings
	PM/SEF

	3
	11.15:
	Update on Terms of Reference / Common Principles
	SEF

	4
	11.45:
	Status NGMN NGCOR project including next phase NGCOR project
	KM

	5
	12.30:
	LUNCH
	

	6
	13.30:
	Status update on 3GPP / TM Forum harmonisation activities (3GPP / TM Forum) : Introduction
	CT/JS

	7
	
	Status on SA5 work related to Converged Management and Top OPE, including anticipated roadmap for converged management standardization activities
	CT

	8
	
	Presentation on project/results of JWGs for Model Alignment and FMH (joint presentation 3GPP/TMF, suggested to be provided by the respective conveners)
	JS

	9
	14.00:
	Presentations and discussion on way forward on scope and objective of joint activity
	ALL

	10
	14.05:
	3GPP/SA5: Proposal for JWG projects on Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2) and Converged Management PM Interface definitions (drafts available and still under discussion in SA5, final decision to submit to Zurich meeting will be taken by April 15th )
	CT/JS

	11
	15.30:
	COFFEE BREAK
	

	12
	16.00:
	TM Forum 
· Updated status on TM Forum NGCOR work; 
· Presentation on proposed next steps.
	BS

	13
	16.45:
	ETSI/AFI, BBF, MEF. OIF, others SDO/IG 
	TBM

	14
	17.00:
	First exchange of views and discussion on proposals
	ALL

	15
	17.45:
	Agree on agenda for Day 2
	ALL

	16
	18.00: 
	Close of DAY 1 and agree agenda for DAY 2.
	PM



Agenda for Day 2,  24th April, 2012
	#
	Time
	Topic
	Who 

	1
	9.00: 
	Wrap up Day 1 
	PM

	2
	9.15: 
	Identify open issues and discuss proposed joint projects 
	ALL

	3
	10.30: 
	COFFEE BREAK 
	

	4
	11.00: 
	Continuation discussions on proposed joint projects 
	ALL

	5
	12.30: 
	LUNCH
	

	6
	14.00: 
	Continuation discussions on proposed joint projects 
	ALL

	7
	15.30:
	COFFEE BREAK
	

	8
	17.00:
	Conclusions and Next Steps 
	ALL

	9
	18.00:
	Close of Meeting 
	PM





Minutes of Day 1: 23rd April, 2012
AP: Action Point; D: Decision; I: Information; AG: Agreement
	#
	Index
	Message/Topic/Issue
	Who 
	Due

	1
	
	Opening of the meeting & Introduction
	PM/ALL
	

	1.1

	I

I

AG
	· PM opened the meeting and requested a short introduction of all participants.
· SEF requested comments with respect to approval of the agenda. No further comments were received.
· Agenda for the first day approved without modifications.
	ALL
	

	2
	
	Update on conclusions and action points of last meetings & approval of last meeting minutes
	SEF
	

	2.1
	I

AG
AG
	· SEF proceeded through the APs from last mSDO in November 2011. 
· Action items were approved without comments.
· Minutes of the F2F M-SDO meeting in Nov. 2011 were approved without changes. Final version is 1.0 and can be found on the mSDO section of NGMN Partner Portal.
	SEF
	

	3
	
	Update on Terms of Reference / Common Principles
	SEF/ALL
	

	3.1
	I


I

I


I


I

I
I

I

AG
AP
	· SEF explained the merged proposal of ToR prepared by Leen Mak, Klaus Martiny and Christian Toche and commented by Balasz Bertenyi; he described the changes made with regards to the previous version and suggested agreeing on the “Cooperation Principles” as proposed.
· KM asked about the participation of other SDOs such as BBF and MEF, etc. since only 3GPP and TMF are represented this time.
· SEF replied that ETSI and ITU-T have replied clearly that they will like to continue participating but were not able to make it to the meeting; mSDO is open to all other SDOs to participate.
· PM suggested adding the other organisations’ participants in section 3 of the cooperation principles to give a clear view of what organisation has participated.
· PM asked whether the organisations agree to the document.
· CT mentioned that the group assumes that agreement approval of PCG is not required and is only responsibility of SA5.
· BS commented that from TMF side there is agreement to the document.
· PM thanked the participants for agreeing to the document with the changes discussed today.
· All participants agreed to the presented document.
· SEF to implement the discussed changes.
	
	

	3.2
	
	List of documents to be presented
	SEF/ALL
	

	3.3
	I
	· The following documents were listed for presentation on Day 1:
· NGCOR presentation 
· 3GPP SA5 presentation
· 3GPP SA5 presentation
· TMF update from NGCOR group in TMF 
· ETSI-AFI-ISG presentation 
	
KM
CT
JS
BS
TBM
	

	4
	
	Update on project NGCOR
	KM
	

	4.1
	I

I

I

I


I

I
I

I

I


I

I

I

I

I


I
	· KM presented the project NGCOR status and results. He also described the subtasks of the phase 2 requirements document.
· KM mentioned that Vodafone will take care of the implementation aspects of the requirements.
· JS asked about the timeline for publication of the NGCOR document and the meaning of the impact in standards.
· OG explained the status of the approval process going on in NGMN for the NGCOR final deliverable. He also mentioned that the expected publication date will be around mid-May 2012.
· JS asked about the contents of the cloud aspect. 
· TBM replied that this aspect refers to cloud management and coordination with C-RAN project will be necessary. 
· KM also pointed out that it is necessary to first clarify the meaning of “cloud” in the OSS scope.
· PM asked about to what extent is the project considering operators that do not have converged operations.
· KM replied that internally in the project there has not been any differentiation about what is needed for mobile and fixed networks, but at the end some distinctions need to be studied.
· TBM commented that in order to share networks one important case to study is the sharing for management of those shared networks as well. Cloud and storage are aspects that cover the convergence of IT and telecommunication.
· PM commented that the business scenarios described should also describe ownership of this cloud. 
· TB expressed concerns that these requirements will bring more things than are needed for certain operators.
· HS explained the umbrella model and its federated approach and explained that this will not bring more complexity. However, more discussions on the operations requirements are needed in Phase 2.
· PM mentioned that it is also good to explain that the work includes also work on specific domain (i.e. mobile).
	
	

	5
	
	LUNCH
	
	

	6
	
	Status update on 3GPP / TM Forum harmonisation activities (3GPP / TM Forum) Introduction
	CT
	

	6.1
	
	· CT gave a short introduction of the documents that will be used to report the status of converged management of fixed/mobile networks in SA5.
	
	

	7
	
	Status on SA5 work related to Converged Management and Top OPE, including anticipated roadmap for converged management standardization activities
	CT
	

	7.1
	I

I

I

I


I

I

I

I
I

I


I






I

I

I

I


I


I

I

I

I

I
	· CT presented the status of converged management of fixed/mobile networks in SA5.
· PM asked about the issue of closer cooperation, and how can NGMN support the work in the new sub working group (SWG).
· PM mentioned that it is important that CT stays in contact with KM for the nomination of a convenor and chair for the new SWG.
· IA added that it is important that the work topics should be structured in such a way that operators can participate without additional resources.
· JS added that this initiative should stimulate the operators to put additional resources in SA5.
· PM replied that the NGMN office has been actively communicating this message to the NGMN Board and NGMN OC members.
· JS asked who is the counterpart to 3GPP regarding the Top OPE.
· KM replied that the NGCOR leader is the contact person for this topic.
· PM asked how to improve, etc. the cooperation between NGCOR/MSDO/3GPP; in addition, he asked what the topics that this group should work on are.
· CT replied that substantial work has been done in mSDO and NGCOR face to face meetings; he added that the involvement of 3GPP is already quite good but it is always possible to improve, however the resources are limited. It is necessary to identify the place where to do the work and to avoid duplication of work.
· KM asked whether the proposal is that the mSDO do the distribution of work.
· CT said that coordination (not distribution) is a good way to say it.
· PM asked how is the follow-up been done in TMF. 
· BS answered that the technical work is being done in special working groups and he will be the contact point and bring the requirements from NGCOR to the particular working group.
· JS commented that he would prefer that the mSDO is only a 3 party activity (NGMN-TM Forum-3GPP) since this has worked well in the past. However it worked not so well with the fault management harmonisation (FMH) activity.
· IA replied that NGCOR was not prepared at the time to ask the right questions with respect to FMH. He mentioned that there were additional functionalities (notifications, etc.) required to work in order to fulfil the NGCOR requirements on FMH but with TM Forum it was not possible to find a contact person for those other topics.
· BS replied that those items were addressed separately from the JWG on FMH in TM Forum. All other items are being worked in other working groups and programmes in TM Forum.
· PM asked BS whether there is anything similar to the analysis done by 3GPP with respect to NGCOR requirements in TM Forum.
· BS replied that in his presentation there is information about which groups in TM Forum are working on some areas of NGCOR. 
· JS commented that the directives given by the mSDO should also mention that the group should clearly define the mandate for discussing a topic.
· PM commented that it is possible to do that with specific examples and this will help a lot to clarify.
	
	

	8
	
	Presentation on results from TMF/3GPP JWG on Resource Model Alignment (3GPP View)
	JS
	

	8.2
	I



I


I


I

I

I




I

I


I


I




I


I


	· JS presented results and background of the activity, he mentioned that it would be good to start early collaboration in the area of Performance Management and outlined recommendations for future projects.
· PO commented that it was mentioned in the presentation that the achievable level of alignment is semantic alignment and asked about the real level of alignment considered.
· JS replied that the communication over the interface is the same; how it is communicated over the interface is what is different, but the content is the same and semantically aligned.
· KM asked about how big is the harmonisation on the semantic alignment in percentage terms.
· JS said that the semantic alignment goes beyond 90%.
· SJ commented that from CM perspective this is the first stop for them because CM is very interested in this operational and alarm field. She also added that they are worried that the implementations are different despite the alignment since there is not a mandated language.
· JS replied that the encoding in the wire is slightly different but the application will show the same data.
· KM commented that integration costs are high; he also asked if – if semantically aligned - integration cost will be reduced.
· JS replied that the number of interfaces has been reduced to two, so there is already an advantage; and if they are semantically aligned there are further advantages.
· ET commented that looking at the level of harmonisation we should consider the cost of reducing this difference further and the benefit of doing this. 
· PM commented that is necessary to explain the importance, benefits, and implications of the work being done in the JWG. He added that it has to be explained in a language that a manager can understand. Price or cost savings tags are very important otherwise it is not possible to communicate the value of the work.
· CT replied that it should be possible to produce an executive summary slides, maybe 2 slides.
· PM replied that this will be a very good idea in order to justify to NGMN internally the reasons why we have done this mSDO initiative.
· CT added that it should be possible to translate the slides contents to a more management friendly language and work on a benefit slides. He added that this is missing. However we have to limit them to the JWG activity between 3GPP and TM Forum and not include any other SDO.
	
	

	9
	
	Presentation on project/results of JWGs for Model Alignment and FMH (TMF, view)
	BS
	

	9.1
	I




I

I


I

I

I

I

I

I
AG

AG
I
	· BS presented the results of the JWG related to the FM requirements. BS is also leading an interest group within TMF that tracks NGCOR work within TM Forum. He commented that there is no report to mSDO since officially there has not been any work done yet and they have not finished reviewing the NGCOR Requirements document.
· BS clarified that the coordination, tracking and communication in his slides mean internally in TMF and not with other SDOs.
· KM commented that as one example the document on inventory management has impact to specs in both organisations and we need to have synchronisation about who does what in each SDO.
· KM added that we would like to check for overlaps from the beginning to avoid that at the end both organisations create again divergent solutions.
· PM commented that the responsible persons should meet more than twice a year to focus on this organisation.
· TBM mentioned that one of the important tasks for the second phase is to monitor the implementation in the SDOs.
· KM added that he thinks that the synchronisation should be done in this MSDO group.
· CT mentioned that this work is done by the steering committee of JWG, but now it would be with extended membership of NGMN explicitly.
· TBM replied that he can see clearly the involvement of ETSI-AFI
· All participants agree to extend the Steering Committee with NGMN and other interested organisations.
· CT agreed that he does the invitations and the minutes.
· The next meeting of the steering committee is scheduled for May 9th, 2012.
	






















CT

	

	10
	
	Presentation on NGCOR related work in TMF
	BS
	

	10.1
	I

I

I

I

I

I

I
AP
I
I

I


I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I


I

I
	· BS presented the slides on future collaboration between TM Forum and NGCOR and introduced the topics.
· KM commented that it is necessary that somebody with the technical knowledge in TM Forum to give his/her comments regarding the work of the JWG.
· PM added that it is necessary to setup milestones. It would be good to setup freeze points for comments.
· BS replied that he will address this issue internally and try to get more timely feedback, but cannot promise that the TM Forum modus operandi will change. 
· JS added that it would be good that industry experts in TM Forum review the documents.
· BS commented that they could try to setup revision points (incremental points) in the TM Forum communities that work on NGCOR and request them to provide comments by a certain deadline.
· BS agreed to take the action item to propose it in TM Forum.
· JS considered that there are some areas within FMH that are out of sync. 
· BS will look at the FM report to see whether there is really out of sync in some areas of FMH.
· BS expressed his view that it is necessary internally to review how to collaborate with other SDOs since the TM Forum doesn’t have a structure like 3GPP.
· PM added that it would be good to know who should be present in the future Steering Committee meetings.
· CT commented that persons who want to participate to the next steering meeting are welcome to send an email to him. 
· MB commented about a quick start pack activity in TM Forum whose characteristics is to work on a very precise scope that last usually some weeks but produce results quickly. He also added that these short sprints would serve as input to the next activity. 
· BS said that if this proposal is for the JWG then TM Forum would be more like to be OK.
· JS mentioned that this depends on which solutions are available in the industry and SDOs since there is no green field in this area.
· PM commented that the work in NGMN is structured similarly and NGMN Task Forces are very similar to the “sprints”.
· JS mentioned that resources may be hard to come by if the work is done in parallel.
· MB commented that as soon as a short set of requirements and scope is agreed and frozen then it cannot be changed. When this small set is frozen it can be passed to another SDO.
· TBM said that the best way show the acceptance of NGCOR requirements is to do a demonstration of the implementation.
· The group did not reach a conclusion regarding the work procedure.
	












BS
	

	11
	

	ETSI-AFI ISG group presentation
	TBM
	

	11.1
	I


I



I
I

I

I
I

I
I
	· TBM presented the activities in ETSI-AFI towards the NGCOR requirements. He mentioned that a new standardisation group has been created within ETSI called E2NA (End to End Network Architecture).
· IA asked about the autonomic management aspect of ETSI work in comparison to the findings done in SON NGMN activity. He also added that the support of autonomic management has to be done by additional traditional management activity. 
· TBM replied that yes, that is the case and they have this in scope.
· PO asked for confirmation about the autonomic aspects for upper layers scenarios.
· TBM replied that AFI is addressing NGCOR business scenarios with the goal of reducing OPEX.
· PM asked how many participants are in the ETSI AFI.
· TBM replied that about 20 companies, 4 operators and major vendors and several universities.
· PM asked if there are reports of the activities.
· TBM replied that they do not produce periodic reports but the group make releases of the specifications periodically.
	
	

	12
	
	Proposal for JWG projects
	CT/JS
	

	12.1
	I

I
I

I
I

	· JS presented the 3GPP proposal for JWG on Modelling and Tooling Alignment.
· Detailed discussion will take place on the second day.
· The document has been approved in SA5 but the work item has not been approved yet.
· BS asked what will be the output of this JWG
· JS replied that update (enhancements) to the 3GPP specs showed in the document.
	JS
	

	12.2
	I
I

I
I
I


I
	· CT presented the proposal for joint work on Performance Management.
· TBM asked whether the JWG would work on how to supervise these KPIs and how to collect the data in order to transform it to KPI.
· CT replied that wording comes from SA5 specs so it is better to confirm first.
· HS commented that previous work in SA5 has tried to do this. Currently only KPI interface definitions and measurements are captured in specs and how to do that is not currently in SA5 scope.
· CT commented that this work item is more on the mechanisms and that this is interface work and not about the data itself.
	CT
	

	11
	
	Approval of Day Two Agenda
	ALL
	

	11.1
	I
I
I
I
AG
	· NGCOR phase 2 plus proposals   -- 1 hour
· Project Proposals 1 and 2   -- 2hours
· Organisation of the project , next steps,  communication -- 2 hours
· Planned end at 15:30 CET
· All Participants agreed to the agenda above.
	
	

	12
	
	AOB
	PM
	

	12.1
	I
	The chairman closed the meeting of Day 1 at 19.00.
	
	



Minutes of Day 2: 24th  April, 2012
AP: Action Point; D: Decision; I: Information; AG: Agreement

	#
	Index
	Message/Topic/Issue
	Who 
	Due

	1
	
	Opening of the meeting of Day 2
	PM/ALL
	

	1.1
	I

I
I

I

I

I
I

I


I

I

I

I


I


I






	· PM asked participants for their impressions of Day1.
· KM said that he found it very good and good progress was made. 
· TBM commented that in comparison with previous meetings we have made good achievements. 
· BS said that we are making progress and we have several action points and that is quite helpful. 
· PO said that learning is happening continuously and we should work toward achieving good outcome.
· JS commented that going forward for phase 2 is very important.
· ET mentioned that is good to continue and that experience from phase 1 should not be forgotten.
· IA expressed that the group made good progress and NGCOR is providing directions however some basis is not in place. Foundations have to be in place to build on top.
· SJ added that she got a lot of info and recognised that there is a lot of work to do.
· ZC mentioned that for him the participation resulted in good learning experience from SDOs present.
· TB added that is very important to make specific decisions and not too much attention to the technical details.
· HS mentioned that is important to drive the NGCOR work by NGMN members in other SDOs and the work of MSDO is quite important. 
· MB added that making synergies with all involved SDO is important and that the pragmatic approach by the chair is appreciated.
· CT added that inter-personal relationships have improved and the direction of the group still needs some clarification. We should not ignore the past work and analyse it to find future work. Communicating what we are doing is very important to the outside world. He added that the role of NGMN operators is key for success.
· PM closed the item by saying that he was happy that the group found a common language to communicate among themselves. Unfortunately other SDOs colleagues from MEF, BBF etc. are missing and should be encouraged to participate.
	
	

	2
	
	Approval of the agenda for Day 2
	ALL
	

	2.1
	AG
	Agenda for day 2 was approved without further comments
	
	

	3
	
	NGCOR Phase 2 and JWG project proposals
	KM
	

	3.1
	I
I
I

AP
AP

I


I
I


I

I


I

I
I

I

I
I

I

AP
I

AP


I


	· KM presented the TG1 document proposal for NGCOR phase 2.
· BS asked about the meaning of CRAN
· TBM answered the meaning and PM complemented with more information of the project.
· OG to send information to BS regarding CRAN.
· JS commented that KM should consider re-writing the second last bullet from Scope on TG1 document of NGCOR Phase 2.
· OG explained that the project process for the subtask starts by analysing 3GPP and TMF forum existing specs and studying the possible gaps.
· HS asked about the relationship with SERQUDE.
· OG and PM explained that the difference is on the level of the KPIs defined (end user vs. operations management) and that it is focused only on HTTP video streaming.
· ET asked about whether the KPIs will be defined from the measurements. 
· TBM answered that the operators provide the requirement that the measurements for calculating the KPI should be available and the equations are also needed.
· JS commented that it would be good to consider the priorities mentioned in the PM proposal from 3GPP.
· KM answered that the project will take this into consideration.
· PM mentioned that is necessary to find a way how to include BS (TM Forum) in the distribution list for the NGCOR project.
· TBM presented the Converged Management part of the TG1 document.
· PO presented the service inventory management area section.
· KM explained the scope of the configuration management sub task.
· ET asked if it is possible to add a reference number to the architecture used in the objectives bullet.
· KM replied that this will be done.
· JS asked if the other projects on backhaul are doing type 2 interface work (e.g. P-OSB).
· KM replied that the group should investigate with them on their scope to see whether their scope already covers what we want to do.
· PM commented that there should be a reference to other projects and this should be added to the text in case those projects cover the areas mentioned.
· BS asked whether this refers to end-to-end configuration.
· KM replied that it covers end to end including all element management systems.
	


OG
NGCOR



















NGCOR

NGCOR
	

	3.2
	I
I


I
	· KM presented the Modelling and Tooling proposal for JWG. He presented also which SDOs can be influenced by the discussion and the proposal for JWG for MSDO activity on modelling and tooling.
· ET commented that there are already projects running activities in FM and PM so it is necessary to consider that there may be dependencies also with the activity in modelling for the umbrella operations model.
	
	

	3.3
	
	· Discussion on the NGCOR Showcase
· JS commented that the showcase activity caused some confusion in phase 1 and that the scope of the showcase among the participants should be agreed.
· KM emphasised that the showcase for SFO is a different activity from the TMF activity in Dublin.
· CT mentioned it is possible to show something on modelling.
· PM replied that the project NGCOR should define the content for the showcase.
· JS and CT commented that posters showing the output of the JWG activity on modelling may be possible for SFO.
· KM summarised that a possible way forward would be to present the Dublin simulations in SFO and to add the output of this JWG work as slide-ware together.
· KM reiterated that the group is looking for a harmonised activity and not a specific solution.
· The group agreed to have a phone conference on the same day at 15:00 hours.
	
	

	4
	
	Discussion on 3GPP proposal for JWG on Modelling and Tooling Alignment.
	CT
	

	4.1
	I


I

I

I
I

AG

I

I

I

I

I

I
AG
	· CT showed again the proposal for JWG on Modelling and Tooling. He explained that changes were done to the item 5 Meta data for converged operations and added FOM.
· Discussion on bullet 7 was held and agreed to change the text to “how to produce a conformance statement specifications.”
· Comments from Bernd Zeuner are taken as noted and the slide set information will be used as input to the JWG activity.
· PO asked about the target date for 3GPP.
· CT replied that this is not defined yet, but may be around two years (end of 2014)
· Agreement was reached to accept the description of the project proposal for defining a project in the MSDO.
· BS explained that the participation of TMF in the JWG is dependent on member companies agreeing to participate.
· JS proposed that the group start a kick-off meeting to start the work. The call can be held in May.
· KM suggested notifying this decision in the NGCOR project in TMF to encourage the members of TMF to participate.
· PM mentioned that setting up the milestones, deliverable, etc. is also necessary.
· BS mentioned that it is understood that the output will be brought back to each SDO and that TMF is fine with that.
· CT proposed JS to be responsible for the reporting of the activity.
· The group agreed to CT proposal and JS would be the rapporteur.
	
	

	5
	
	Proposal for joint work on Performance Management.
	CT
	

	5.1
	I
AP


I

I
I

I

AG
I

AP

AP



I

I

AP
	· CT presented the proposal again and asked for comments.
· SJ mentioned that China Mobile will check the proposal internally to see whether there are no overlaps with the work in NGCOR phase 2.
· KM commented that maybe is better to wait some time until NGCOR generate requirements.
· PM suggested that it is better to have a kick-off call before the summer break.
· KM added that the group NGCOR also have to synchronise with the meeting with the partners as well.
· Agreement is to have a Phone Call at the end of June and synchronise it with the Steering Committee.
· China Mobile has proposed Ma Zhi to be the responsible for the PM work in the framework of MSDO and participate in the steering meetings.
· China Mobile will take the action point to discuss the leadership of the PM work on the framework of MSDO.
· CT is going to provide the documents for guide of the JWG and transfer the ownership of the documents to the leaders of the activity. The leaders have to provide updates and reports to the Steering Committee.
· BS asked whether there can be justification for TM Forum staff to participate from individual companies.
· JS clarified that e.g. the views expressed are his company views and that covers also TM Forum perspective.
· PM commented that it is not a problem whether the companies come from one or the other organisation.
· AP to send information to the other SDOs participating in mSDO with the results of this meeting. 
	
SJ








SJ

CT





SEF
	

	7
	
	Revision of contribution for PCG and presentation of results and benefits of mSDO
	
	

	7.1
	
	· SEF presented the bullets of the conclusions from this mSDO meeting.
· JS suggested adding the topics of harmonisation to the second sub-bullet.
· ET provided text for adding the federation framework as result of the JWG.
· SEF presented the last draft version of the slide showing also the benefits of mSDO.
	
	

	8
	
	AOB and Next meeting information
	
	

	
	AP

I


I

I

AG

	· CT to start the discussion on the schedule of the JWG during this week. OG to participate in the discussion.
· JS explained that NSN will participate only in the production of the content for the showcase but will not participate in the showcase booth cost sharing or showing their logo at this stage.
· KM to send the materials about cost and proposal for booth after tomorrow internal DTAG meeting.
· TBM mentioned that it would be good to make the OC aware of this showcase and to look for their support.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Date for next mSDO meeting: 28th-29th November 2012, location will be Frankfurt NGMN Office. 
	 CT
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	Close of the meeting
	
	

	
	
	The chair thanked all the participants for their contributions and constructive discussions and closed the meeting at 16.30 CET.
	
	





APPENDIX A: Log of open Action Points
From minutes <Day 1, 23rd April, 2012>
	3.1
	AP
	SEF to implement the discussed changes to the Cooperation Principles
	SEF

	<dd-mm-yy>

	10.1
	AP
	BS agreed to take the action item to propose it in TM Forum to setup revision points (incremental points) in the TM Forum communities that work on NGCOR and request them to provide comments by a certain deadline.
	BS
	



From minutes <Day 2, 24th April, 2012r>
	3.1
	AP
	OG to send information to BS regarding CRAN
	OG
	

	3.1
	AP
	KM should consider re-writing the second last bullet from Scope on TG1 document of NGCOR Phase 2
	NGCOR group
	

	3.1
	AP
	KM to add a reference number to the architecture used in the objectives bullet.
	NGCOR group
	

	3.1
	AP
	KM replied that the group should investigate with the backhaul teams on their scope to see whether their scope already covers what the NGCOR group wants to investigate.
	NGCOR group
	

	4.1
	AP
	CT to send project proposal to OG to include it on the MSDO server as well.
	CT
	

	4.1
	AP
	CT to distribute the details for the next call of steering group.
	CT
	

	5.1
	AP
	China Mobile will check the proposal internally to see whether there are no overlaps with the work in NGCOR phase 2.

	SJ/ Ma Zhi
	

	5.1
	AP
	China Mobile will take the action point to discuss the leadership of the PM work on the framework of mSDO.
	SJ
	

	5.1
	AP
	CT is going to provide the documents for guide of the JWG and transfer the ownership of the documents to the leaders of the activity. The leaders have to provide updates and reports to the steering committee.
	CT
	

	5.1
	AP
	AP to send information to the other SDOs participating in mSDO with the results of this meeting.
	SEF
	

	8
	AP
	CT to start the discussion on the schedule of the JWG during this week. OG to participate in the discussion.

	CT
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